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Whereas the Six Party talks have not been 

held since December 2008; and 
Whereas, on May 9, 2015, the DPRK claimed 

that it has test-fired a ballistic missile from 
a submarine: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) finds that the DPRK represents a seri-

ous threat to the national security of the 
United States and United States allies in 
East Asia and to international peace and sta-
bility, and grossly violates the human rights 
of its own people; 

(2) urges the Secretary of State and the 
Secretary of the Treasury to impose addi-
tional sanctions against the DPRK, includ-
ing targeting its financial assets around the 
world, specific designations relating to 
human rights abuses, and a redesignation of 
the DPRK as a state sponsor of terror; and 

(3) warns the President against resuming 
the negotiations with the DPRK, either bi-
laterally or as part of the Six Party talks, 
without strict pre-conditions, including that 
the DPRK— 

(A) adhere to its denuclearization commit-
ments outlined in the 2005 Joint Statement 
of the Six-Party talks; 

(B) commit to halting its ballistic missile 
programs and its proliferation activities; 

(C) cease military provocations; and 
(D) measurably and significantly improve 

its human rights record. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 181—DESIG-
NATING MAY 19, 2015, AS ‘‘NA-
TIONAL SCHIZENCEPHALY 
AWARENESS DAY’’ 

Mr. HOEVEN (for himself and Ms. 
HEITKAMP) submitted the following res-
olution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 181 

Whereas schizencephaly is an extremely 
rare developmental birth defect character-
ized by abnormal slits, or clefts, in the brain; 

Whereas individuals with bilateral 
schizencephaly, the more severe case, com-
monly have developmental delays, delays in 
speech and language skills, problems with 
brain-spinal cord communication, limited 
mobility, and shorter lifespans; 

Whereas schizencephaly is the second rar-
est brain malformation, and only approxi-
mately 7,000 cases have ever been reported; 

Whereas promoting education and increas-
ing awareness among health professionals 
and families will lead to early intervention 
and treatment options for individuals with 
schizencephaly; and 

Whereas continued Federal support for 
medical research will help identify causes, 
improve diagnostics, and develop promising 
treatments for schizencephaly: Now, there-
fore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate designates May 
19, 2015, as ‘‘National Schizencephaly Aware-
ness Day’’. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 182—EX-
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE 
SENATE THAT DEFENSE LAB-
ORATORIES HAVE BEEN, AND 
CONTINUE TO BE, ON THE CUT-
TING EDGE OF SCIENTIFIC AND 
TECHNOLOGICAL ADVANCEMENT 
AND SUPPORTING THE DESIGNA-
TION OF MAY 14, 2015, AS THE 
‘‘DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
LABORATORY DAY’’ 

Mr. BROWN (for himself, Mr. REED of 
Rhode Island, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. KIRK, 
Mr. HEINRICH, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. UDALL, 

Mr. DONNELLY, and Mr. SCHUMER) sub-
mitted the following resolution; which 
was considered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 182 
Whereas a Defense laboratory is defined as 

any laboratory, Department of Defense-fund-
ed research and development center, or engi-
neering center that is owned by a military 
service and funded by the Federal Govern-
ment; 

Whereas Defense laboratories should be 
commended for the unique role the labora-
tories have played in numerous innovations 
and advances in the areas of defense and na-
tional security; 

Whereas technological progress is respon-
sible for up to half the growth of the United 
States economy and is the principal driving 
force behind long-term economic growth and 
increases in the standard of living in the 
United States; 

Whereas defense-supported research and 
development has led to new products and 
processes for state-of-the-art military weap-
ons and technology, as well as for the public 
good; 

Whereas Defense laboratories frequently 
partner with State and local governments 
and regional organizations to transfer tech-
nology to the private sector; 

Whereas Defense laboratories are at the 
forefront of cutting-edge science and tech-
nology, earning prestigious national and 
international awards for research and tech-
nology transfer efforts; 

Whereas the innovations produced at the 
Defense laboratories of the United States 
fuel economic growth by creating new indus-
tries, companies, and jobs; 

Whereas the work of the Defense labora-
tories is essential to the continued pros-
perity of the United States; and 

Whereas May 14, 2015, would be an appro-
priate day to designate as the ‘‘Department 
of Defense Laboratory Day’’: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) supports the designation of May 14, 2015, 

as the ‘‘Department of Defense Laboratory 
Day’’ in recognition of the work and accom-
plishments of the national network of De-
fense laboratories; 

(2) recognizes that supporting research and 
development, including federally sponsored 
work performed at the Defense laboratories, 
is key to maintaining United States innova-
tion and competitiveness in a global econ-
omy; 

(3) acknowledges that the knowledge base, 
technologies, and techniques generated in 
the Defense laboratory system serve as a 
foundation for the defense industrial base; 

(4) reaffirms the importance of robust in-
vestment in Defense laboratories to pre-
serving the technological superiority of the 
Armed Forces in the 21st century; and 

(5) encourages the Defense laboratories, 
the executive branch agencies, and Congress 
to hold an outreach event on May 14, 2015, 
‘‘Department of Defense Laboratory Day’’, 
to raise public awareness of the work of the 
Defense laboratories. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 1366. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide for a right to 
an administrative appeal relating to adverse 
determinations of tax-exempt status of cer-
tain organizations; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 1367. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 

amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1368. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1369. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1370. Mr. MERKLEY (for himself, Mr. 
SCHATZ, Ms. BALDWIN, and Mr. BROWN) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed to amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. 
HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1371. Mrs. BOXER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH to the bill 
H.R. 1314, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1372. Mrs. BOXER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH to the bill 
H.R. 1314, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1373. Mrs. BOXER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH to the bill 
H.R. 1314, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1374. Ms. KLOBUCHAR submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1375. Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself 
and Mr. BROWN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1221 
proposed by Mr. HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1376. Ms. CANTWELL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1377. Ms. CANTWELL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1378. Ms. STABENOW (for herself and 
Mr. BROWN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1221 
proposed by Mr. HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1379. Ms. STABENOW submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1380. Ms. STABENOW (for herself and 
Mr. BROWN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1221 
proposed by Mr. HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1381. Ms. STABENOW submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1382. Ms. STABENOW submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1383. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH to the bill 
H.R. 1314, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1384. Mr. HATCH (for Mr. CRUZ (for 
himself, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. SULLIVAN, Mr. 
COTTON, Mr. ISAKSON , Mr. BOOZMAN, and Mr. 
INHOFE)) submitted an amendment intended 
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Correction To Page S3071
On page S3071, May 19, 2015, in the first column, under the heading SENATE RESOLUTION 182, the following language appears: By Mr. DAINES (for himself,  Mr. Reed, Mr. Durbin, Mr. Kirk, Mr. Heinrich, Mr. Markey, Mr. Udall, . . . 

The online Record has been corrected to read: By Mr. BROWN (for himself, Mr. Reed, Mr. Durbin, Mr. Kirk, Mr. Heinrich, Mr. Markey, Mr. Udall, . . . 
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to be proposed to amendment SA 1221 pro-
posed by Mr. HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1385. Mr. HATCH (for himself, Mr. 
WYDEN, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. CARPER, Mr. ALEX-
ANDER, Mr. CORKER, Mr. WARNER, Mrs. 
MCCASKILL, Mr. BENNET, and Mr. KAINE) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed to amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. 
HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1386. Mr. FRANKEN (for himself and 
Ms. STABENOW) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1221 
proposed by Mr. HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1387. Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH to the bill 
H.R. 1314, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1388. Ms. WARREN (for herself, Ms. 
BALDWIN, and Mr. SANDERS) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1389. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1390. Mr. FRANKEN (for himself, Mr. 
BROWN, and Ms. BALDWIN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1391. Mrs. MURRAY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1392. Mrs. MURRAY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1393. Mr. FLAKE (for himself, Mr. 
MCCAIN, Mr. SCHUMER, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. 
TILLIS, Mr. VITTER, and Mr. TOOMEY) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed to amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. 
HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314 , supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1394. Mr. LANKFORD submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1395. Mr. DAINES submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH to the bill 
H.R. 1314, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1396. Mr. COONS (for himself and Ms. 
AYOTTE) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1221 pro-
posed by Mr. HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1397. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1398. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1399. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1400. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 

amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1401. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1402. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1403. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1404. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1405. Mr. DONNELLY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1406. Mr. DONNELLY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1407. Mr. DONNELLY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1408. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH to the bill 
H.R. 1314, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1409. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1410. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1411. Mr. HATCH proposed an amend-
ment to the bill H.R. 1314, supra. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 1366. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. 
HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
provide for a right to an administrative 
appeal relating to adverse determina-
tions of tax-exempt status of certain 
organizations; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; as follows: 

In section 103(b), strike paragraph (2) and 
insert the following: 

(2) CONDITIONS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—A trade agreement may 

be entered into under this subsection only if 
such agreement makes progress in meeting 
the applicable objectives described in sub-
sections (a) and (b) of section 102 and the 
President satisfies the conditions set forth in 
sections 104 and 105. 

(B) PROHIBITION ON CERTAIN AGREEMENTS.— 
A trade agreement may not be entered into 
under this subsection if such agreement 
could subject policies of the United States 
Government or any State or local govern-
ment in the United States to claims by for-
eign investors that would be decided outside 
the United States legal system. 

SA 1367. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. 
HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
provide for a right to an administrative 
appeal relating to adverse determina-
tions of tax-exempt status of certain 
organizations; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; as follows: 

In section 103(b), strike paragraph (2) and 
insert the following: 

(2) CONDITIONS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—A trade agreement may 

be entered into under this subsection only if 
such agreement makes progress in meeting 
the applicable objectives described in sub-
sections (a) and (b) of section 102 and the 
President satisfies the conditions set forth in 
sections 104 and 105. 

(B) PROHIBITION ON CERTAIN AGREEMENTS.— 
A trade agreement may not be entered into 
under this subsection if such agreement 
could subject policies of State or local gov-
ernments in the United States to claims by 
foreign investors that would be decided out-
side the United States legal system. 

SA 1368. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. 
HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
provide for a right to an administrative 
appeal relating to adverse determina-
tions of tax-exempt status of certain 
organizations; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; as follows: 

In section 103(b), strike paragraph (2) and 
insert the following: 

(2) CONDITIONS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—A trade agreement may 

be entered into under this subsection only if 
such agreement makes progress in meeting 
the applicable objectives described in sub-
sections (a) and (b) of section 102 and the 
President satisfies the conditions set forth in 
sections 104 and 105. 

(B) PROTECTION OF THE ENVIRONMENT, PUB-
LIC HEALTH, AND CONSUMERS.—A trade agree-
ment may be entered into under this sub-
section only if such agreement exempts poli-
cies for protecting the environment, public 
health, and consumers from any investor- 
state dispute settlement provisions included 
in the agreement. 

SA 1369. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. 
HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
provide for a right to an administrative 
appeal relating to adverse determina-
tions of tax-exempt status of certain 
organizations; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; as follows: 

On page 44, line 6, strike ‘‘makes progress 
in meeting’’ and insert ‘‘achieves’’. 

On page 88, line 10, strike ‘‘makes progress 
in achieving’’ and insert ‘‘achieves’’. 

On page 88, lines 15 through 17, strike ‘‘and 
to what extent the agreement makes 
progress in achieving’’ and insert ‘‘the agree-
ment achieves’’. 

On page 92, line 24, strike ‘‘make progress 
in achieving’’ and insert ‘‘achieve’’. 

SA 1370. Mr. MERKLEY (for himself, 
Mr. SCHATZ, Ms. BALDWIN, and Mr. 
BROWN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH to the 
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